5530 Eastbourne Drive 
Springfield, VA 22151 
2 November 1992 8:03am 



Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Kill Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, MD 21702 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

Responding to yours of 10/29. ..RE CD1095e, it is the same document . found at CE1024, 
18H740...as to others who saw the body at Bethesda I am not cognizant of any beyond what you 
addressed in WW, Post Mortem, or Sibert/0' Neill's report. 

Regarding my interest in the information flow... 

1. I agree with you about the non-numbered documents but I'm not certain how to get 
a handle on that as it may be impossible to ever have cognizance of all of them. 

. 2 Regarding the. Commission's requests and the agencies response, I again agree. 
However, I feel that some insight may be obtained when the information, i.e., CDs, is 
juxtaposed with information acquired from testimony/ depositions... that is to say, I am attempting 
to establish if there is any relationship between the information, as requested, and that delivered 
compared along the timeline represented by the witnesses. This interest goes back to the 
Hosty/Bookhout dicliotomy with respect to Mexico City... as you pointed out, Hosty may have 
lied, Bookhout may have had faulty memory, or both. However, that isn't my actual interest. 
What intrigues me is the way manner/order^ information accumulated and how it and other 
testimony bore on how they tr^ted/questioned witnesses. A simpler way of putting this is did 
they pursue lines of questioning as a function of the information which was accumulating or did 
they simply pursue questioning as a function of essentially idle curiosity. It occurs to me that 
had they built the case from the foundation up, they would have organized tire WR and tire 26 
volumes of manure accordingly. The fact that they chose to publish it without a logical 
framework argues that they haphazardly constructed their supporting informational infrastructure 
and then pasted it together as a report. As most people are overwhelmed with the volume, as 
I'm sure was intended, little opportunity has ever existed for evaluation in this fashion. For 
example, analyzing the CDs as a function of volume and time reveals that only one agency's 
trend, amongst FBI, CIA, SS, and State, was upward along the linear timeline. Your point about 
the SS being froze out by the FBI is instructional in this sense. However, one would expect that 
the SS, having no real investigative function, after the murder, would provide the bulk of its 
material near the front end of the investigation. Trend analysis, which provides a sttaight line 
best fit to the data set, clearly shows this to be the case. Alternatively, one would expect the 
FBI, which, from the federal perspective and jurisdictional propriety aside, was largely 




responsible for the investigation after the crime. Additionally, the WC requests for information 
all came after the crime. Accordingly, one would not be unreasonable to expect the FBI s trend 
to plot out as a rising; line when viewed left to right along the timeline of 1 1/22/63 to 9/24/64. 
That it does not plot as a rising line, but in fact descends as a function of time, reinforces the 
concept of Hoover's aaving an information cut off date of 11/22/63 and the FBI standing around 
waiting for information to drop into their pockets. I've included a couple of the charts that 
demonstrate this phenomena. 

3. Regarding the Navy and four documents... I've included a printout of what I have in 
my database... that there may be others I'll continue to search... but this is what I ve accounted 
for to date. 

Enough for now... as per our phonecon of this afternoon I hope to see you next week. ..regards 
to Mrs. Weisberg. 



Sincerely, 




John W. Masland 




